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£2IGEST:

1. Request for reconsideration filed more than 10 working
days after basis for reconsideration Is known is untimely
filet

2. Allegation that Agency procuremant action resulted in
substantial monetary loss to Government does not raise
"significant issue" within meaning of GAO Lid Protest
Procedures.

Vanir Research Corpany (Vanir) requests reconsideration
of our decision in Vanir Resekrch Company, B-189977, September 2,
1977, dismissing as untimely its protest against the award of a
contract under request for proposals No. GS-09D-76041, issued by
the General Services Administration (GSA).

in its request for reconsideration, Vanir asserts that its
initial protest should nave been considered under 4 C.F.R. A 20.2
| 3)(c) (1977), notwithstanding its untimeliness, because it
raises an issue significant to procurement practices and pro-
cedures, that issue being that the procurement practice used by
GSA in awarding the contracL "resulted in a substantial Lmonetarz7
loss to the Government."

Our Bid Protest Procedures, specifically 4 C.F.R. 6 20.9(b),
state that:

"Request for reconsideration of a decision
* * * shall be filed not laLer than 10 days
after the basis for reconsideration is known
or should have been known, whichever is
earlier. The term 'filed' as used in this
section means receipt in the General Account-
ing Office."
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In accordance with that provision, Vanir should have filed its
request for reconsideration within 10 days of its receipt of our
September 2 decision. The request, however, was filed in this
Office on September 27, 1977. In view thereof, the request for
reconsideration is untimely. LectroMagnetics. Incorporated,
b-186867, January 10, 1977, 77-1 CPD 16.

Moreover, although our prior decision was silent on thWs
point, we considered but found no basis for viewing the protest
as raising a significant issue prior to our dismissing it
initially. We point out in this regard that "'Issues significanL
to procurement practices or procedurts' refers not to the sum of
money involved, but to the presence of a principle of widespread
interest," 52 Comp. Gen. 20, 23 (1973).

Our decision of September 2, 1977 is affirmed.

Acting Comtroller General
of the United States
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